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INTERVIEW SUMMARY 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) ^A^-r flP £>TC>^ 0) &&&aJ Unftdrt, X(U 

(2 ) .Tj)oV^i( .fefrwAc-^ (4) - 



Date of Interview. 



Type: □ Telephonic QPereonal (copy is given to □ applicant □ applicant's representative). 
Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: Q Yes (Bflo^lf yes, brief description: 



Agreement D was reached, Wwas not reached. 
Claim(s) discussed:. 

Identification of prior art discussed: ^ fa I ^ 



Description of the general nature of what was agreeo* to if an agreement was reached, or any other comments:. 



( A fuller description, If necessaryTand a copy. 




amendments, if available, which the examiner agreed would render the claims allowable s ' 

must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments which would render the claims allowable is available, a summary thereof must be /L 
attached.) QJ^ ft ejfcf CT /K- £GL^ **J^ 

1. D It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview. J(j^s^j jzKjtiP^ * ^^A 1 ^^^^ 

Unless the paragraph above has been checked to indicate to the contrary. A FORMAL WRITTEN RESPONSE TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION 
IS NOT WAIVED AND MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a response to the last Office 
action has are ready been filed, APPLICANT IS GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE 
SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. 

2. □ Since the Examiner's interview summary above (including any attachments) reflects a complete response to each of the objections, 

rejections and requirements that may be present in the last Office action, and since the claims are now allowable, this completed form 
is considered to fulfill the response requirements of the last Office action. Applicant is not relieved from providing a separate record of 
the interview unless box 1 above is also checked. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an attachment to another form. . j r -4- < 




Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, Section 713;04 Substance of Interview must Be Made of Record 

A complete written statement as to the substance of anyjace-to-face or telephone interview with regard to an application must be made of record in th« 
application, whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview W»canon m $\ pe made of record In fflfl 

§1.133 Interviews ■ - . 



***** 



(b) In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reason* flt tho 

1 t e ~ r~c^^r actk>n must 66 by the app,icam - An interview *- not *• nssainH 

applets orT&^ it ta^ B ^SS * * ™ M ° r Tra6B ™« ™» should b * <" anting. The personal attendance of 

appucanis or meir anomeys or agents at the Patent and Trademark Office is unnecessary. The-act on of the Patent and Trademark Office wilt be based nxrhmh/fliu 
onthe wntten record in the Office. No attention will be paid to any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in Son to which mere^ 

to re£S^ ^ * ^ ° n th8 * feCord in m 0ffic * if that rec °' d * through the failure 

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file unless the examiner indicate* 
StenS *°' 18 responsibility to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccurades ,5JS^ 

iu»n S^«!2/I1 U ? w r P ' et . e 8 two : she f 1 ^ . ft,on int « rl6a * interview Summary Form for each interview held after January 1 . 1978 where a matter of substance has 
oTv nS? t Q h8 / nt w GW , b r f eckin ?J he «PP«Prtate boxes and filling In the blanks in neat handwritten form using a ban Sen K 

p 6re ' *° feStr L Cti0n fo < **** interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Section .812 >0 I of 

^amining Procedure, or pointing out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like. ar Q P excluded from the interview ^^onp^el 

w Jn«r ^^^STT^ ^ ^ !P a PP ro P riate P a P er ™ mb *r, placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the -Contents" list on the file 

Tn f^ Jnlv w 6t h Senal Tegm ? T ^ ne8d not be updat6d t0 refl9Cl 'ntoivlewB. In a personal interview, the duplicate copy of ^on^SmM anZlven 
^L^T ni t att0me , y Z agenf) t th ? condusion <* the Interview. In the case of a telephonic interview, he copy is malted 
rfttl thl I' W ' th K ' P M°i t0 ^I!!* DfftC,a ' TO ™ icati ™- » additional correspondence from the examiner is not ft^befo^ 

ctetate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the telephonic interview rather than with the next official communication. a,rowance onf ^er circumstances 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Serial Number of the application 

-Name of applicant . "" --^ - 

-Name of examiner 
-Date of interview 

-Type of interview (personal or telephonic) 

- Name of participant(s)) (applicant, attorney or agent, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 
-An identification of the claims discussed 

-An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

~"^J 1 ^2SSS22Jr? M,tl ? r - m a 0 re ! m9n, u was reached an « if s °. a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by attachment of a copy 
^amendments or claims agreed as being allowable). (Agreements as to allowability are tentative and do not restrict furtheraction by the exa^ner to the 

-The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview ' 

- Names of other Patent and Trademark Office personnel present. 

i. . 

The Form also contains a statement reminding the applicant of his responsibility to record the substance of the interview. 

it is desireable that the examiner oraliy remind the applicant of his obligation to record' the substance of the interview in each case unle^ hnfh »t«niir a n« ™h 
FZ^nT^ll ^ TTV m r° rd 8a . me " Wh6re the 6 ~ r a ^ as to ™* th * stance of the^ 

o?i«° R n^ ^ ln !? vto " S r mary Form witl not no ™ al| y b ° considered a complete and proper recordation of the interview unless it includes 

or is supplemented bv the appiicant or the examiner to include, ail of the applicable items required below concerning the substance-of the intelviaw: 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items: 

1) A brief descriptions the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted i - ' 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of specific prior art discussed. 

. 4> f^E!^ amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the Interview Summary 

5 ^J^l£V^?rnt l *lZ"^?TJ of m ° P^Pf' ar 9 uments P reSBnl8d t0 lh « «aminer. The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or 
S ,h„« tfth^ 9 y ! a ' ,ed L descr| P ,,on of ,he «9umenti is not required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient If the general nature 

Z£2££ £ W ar ° u ™ n,s made ,0 ,ne exanlin9r ca " te understood in the context of the application fill Of course, the applicant ma/desfra to 
emphasize and fully descnbe those arguments which he feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner <w««»n« may oesire 10 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and ' 

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described in the Interview Stlmmary Fomt completed by the examiner. 

f S'T 5 a ' 8 ex P fl . c , ted «o care'ully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview. If the record Is not complete or accurate - the examiner will oh/o tho 
aSSS 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

.v.™Sf-T , ' S s T m V °- Wh ?.' L 00k plaoe ?' ,h0 ln,arview 8houl «" be carefully checked to determine the accuracy of any argument or statement attributed to the 
exammor during the interview. If there Is an inaccuracy and it boars directly on the question of patentability, it should be pointed out in tr« ^xt Offlw letter « hi 
2?™? f 8 a 2° Wable ° r .? her r ° a80n8 ? T 00 ? 1 ,h8 examiner 8h0Uld 8end 0 lett< » r "«"««S '^h his or her version of the stol^^nn^ThKhtT^lJ 
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